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1. Claims 1-16 are pending. Claims 1,11-13,15 have been amended by Amendment 
filed on 8/31/2005. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's request filed 1 1/17/05 have been fully considered. The previous 
Office Action has been withdrawn. The New Non-Final action has been issued. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 8/31/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive to overcome the prior art. 

a. Double Patenting Rejection : 

Applicant argues the application ('884) does not teach or suggest "the restriction 
the user's user of the feature and/or service" 

Examiner points out the application ('884) discloses the first and second level of 
user access to the network represents the restriction on the users. 

Thus, the rejection is sustained. 

b. The 103 Rejection : 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 9-10, filed 8/31/05, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-16 under Shambroom-Camilon have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Horen, Greene-Geer. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 



Application/Control Number: 10/017,438 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2142 

F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-16 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
double patenting over claims 1-18 of copending Application No. 10/309,884. This is a 
provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been 
patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that 
copending application since the referenced copending application and the instant 
application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: 

(Application, claim 1) A method for controlling access to a networked peripheral 
device by a user, wherein the networked peripheral device is accessible by the user 
based on centralized access management information, the method comprising: 

receiving access management information for the user at the networked 
peripheral device from a centralized location; 

determining, at the networked peripheral device, a feature and/or service 
provided by the networked peripheral device which the user can use and a usage quota 
which restricts the user's use of the feature and/or service based on the received 
access management information; and 

allowing the user access to the networked peripheral device based on the 
determined feature and/or service and the determined usage quota corresponding 
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to the feature and/or service . 

('884, claim 1) A method for controlling access to a networked peripheral device by a 
user, wherein the networked peripheral device is accessible by the user and based on 
centralized access management information accessible by a server, the method 
comprising: 

authenticating the user based on authentication information corresponding to the 
user location; 

determining, at the server, a first level of access to the networked peripheral 
device available to the user based on the access management information; 

transmitting access management information for the user to the networked 
peripheral device in a case that the first level of access determined by the server 
conforms to a level of access to a function necessary to perform a job requested by the 
user ; 

determining, at the networked peripheral device, a second level of access to the 
networked peripheral device available to the user based on the transmitted access 
management information; and 

allowing the user to access to the networked peripheral device based on the 
second determined level of access. 

It was obvious to an ordinary skill in the art to incorporate "the quota 
corresponding to the function" which was a well-known feature in the art (see Greer 
reference) as a level of access or feature and/or service. 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application in the other 
copending application. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7,9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Horen et al [Horen 2002/0049846 A1]. 

4. As per claim 1 , Horen discloses A method for controlling access to a networked 
peripheral device by a user, wherein the networked peripheral device (i.e.: disk drive, 
CD-ROM, 0027] is accessible by both the user based on centralized access 
management information (i.e.: server) [Horen, server, 0020] the method comprising: 

receiving access management information for the user at the networked 
peripheral device from a centralized location [Horen, distributing the quota across 
multiple file system, 0026]; 

determining, at the networked peripheral device, a feature and /or service 
provided by the networked peripheral device and a usage quota which restricts the 
user's use of the feature and /or service , based on the received access management 
information [Horen, restricts by policy, determine the resource quota, 0026]; 

allowing the user to access the to the networked peripheral device based on the 
determined feature and /or service and the determined.usage quota corresponding to 
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the feature and /or service [Horen, the resource quota is determined based on attributes 
and values, 0030]. 

5. As per claim 2, Horen discloses the networked peripheral device is a 
multifunction peripheral device as inherent features of network devices. 

6. As per claim 3, Horen discloses the access management information is supplied 
by an authentication server once the authentication server authenticates the user based 
on authentication information received from the networked peripheral device [Horen, 
authorization, authentication, 0042]. 

7. As per claim 4, Horen discloses a user interface is devised by the networked 
peripheral device that is specific to the determined feature and /or service and 
corresponding quota [Horen, asset group based on quota, 0026] 

8. As per claim 5, Horen discloses on a keypad on the device are enabled and/or 
disabled according to the determined feature and /or service and corresponding quota 
[Horen, asset group based on quota, 0026] 

9. As per claim 6, Horen discloses the user is walk-up user, and wherein the access 
management information is supplied by an authentication server that authenticates both 
the walk-up user and the remote user [Horen, Internet ,WAN, 0019]. 
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10. As per claim 7, Horen discloses the authentication information is a username 
and/or password [Horen, authorization, authentication, 0042]. 

11. As per claim 9, Horen discloses the access management information is 
encrypted [Horen, encoder, 0029]. 

12. As per claim 10, Horen discloses the authentication information received from the 
networked peripheral device is encrypted [Horen, encoder, 0029]. 

13. Claims 11-13,15 contain the similar limitations as set forth in claim 1. Therefore, 
claims 1 1-13,15 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

14. As per claim 14, Horen discloses network peripheral device is accessible by the 
user based on centralized access management information, said computer-executable 
process steps comprising process steps executable to perform a method according to 
any of claims 1 to 10 [see rejection claims 1-7 and 9-10]. 

15. As per claim 16, Horen discloses the server retrieves authentication information 
for the user from a directory service [Horen, file directory, subdirectories, 0020]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Horen et 
al [Horen 2002/0049846 A1] in view of Auger [6,1 15,696] 
16. As per claim 8, Horen discloses a computer system serving multiple users 
including the network peripheral device such as^g^drive, CD-ROM [Horen, 0027]. 
However Horen does not explicitly detail "the authentication information is entered by 
inserting a smart card at the networked peripheral device". 

In the same endeavor, Auger discloses a network management and distribution 
orders issued by user-clients using a smart card [Auger, col 2 line 36] access from a 
peripheral unit [Auger, col 5 lines 23-34] based on a quota [Auger, col 6 line 17-20] 

Therefore it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the technique of accessing the peripheral devices by 
a smart card based on the quota as taught by Auger into the Horen's apparatus in order 
to utilize the management of administration software. Doing so would provide efficiently 
and systematically managing the network transaction. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
Greene et al [Greene, 6,782,396 B2] in view of Gree et al [Greer, 5,969,316]. 

18. As per claim 1 , Greene discloses A method for controlling access to a networked 
peripheral device by a user, wherein the networked peripheral device is accessible by 
both the user based on centralized access management information [Greene, server, 
network and peripheral devices, Fig 1, col 2 lines 23-col 3 line 25], the method 
comprising: 

receiving access management information for the user at the networked 
peripheral device from a centralized location [Greene, server, network, peripheral 
devices, Fig 1 , col 2 line 23-col 3 line 25]; 

receiving access management information for the user at the networked 
peripheral device from a centralized location [Greene, learning and teaching styles, col 
5 lines 20-35 et seq.]; 

determining, at the networked peripheral device, a feature and /or service 
provided by the networked peripheral device and a usage quota which restricts the 
user's use of the feature and /or service , based on the received access management 
information; and the determined usage quota corresponding to the feature and /or 
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service [Greene, the quota and restriction, col 7 lines 14-59; the format of lesson is 
based on the learning style being tested, col 6 lines 15-23]; 

Greene also taught the data processing system includes PDA, kiosk, notebook 
computer or Web appliance [Greene, col 4 lines 26-32]. However Greene does not 
detail 

"allowing the user to access the to the networked peripheral device based on the 
determined feature and /or service " 

In the same endeavor, Greer discloses the smart card with a preconfigured data 
included a quota and authorize or allow a user to purchase at terminal devices [Greer, 
col 2 line 25-col 3 line 30] 

Therefore it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the technique of accessing the terminal devices by a 
smart card based on the quota and privileges of users as taught by Greer into the 
Greene's apparatus in order to utilize the management of administration software. 
Doing so would provide efficiently and systematically managing the learning capabilities 
with teaching capabilities. 

19. As per claim 2, Greene-Greer disclose the networked peripheral device is a 
multifunction peripheral device as inherent features of peripheral devices. 

20. As per claim 3, Greene-Greer disclose the access management information is 
supplied by an authentication server once the authentication server authenticates the 
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user based on authentication information received from the networked peripheral device 
[Greer, authorized users, col 3 lines 1-17]. 

21 . As per claim 4, Greene-Greer disclose a user interface is devised by the 
networked peripheral device that is specific to the determined function and 
corresponding quota [Greene, the quota and restriction, col 7 lines 14-59; the format of 
lesson is based on the learning style being tested, col 6 lines 15-23]. 

22. As per claim 5, Greene-Greer disclose on a keypad on the device are enabled 
and/or disabled according to the determined function and corresponding quota [Greene, 
the quota and restriction, col 7 lines 14-59; the format of lesson is based on the learning 
style being tested, col 6 lines 15-23]. 

23. As per claim 6, Greene-Greer disclose the user is walk-up user, and wherein the 
access management information is supplied by an authentication server that 
authenticates both the walk-up user and the remote user [Greer, smart card and 
network of vending operations, col 3 lines 17- 30]. 

24. As per claim 7, Greene-Greer disclose the authentication information is a 
username and/or password [Greer, authorized users, col 3 lines 1-17]. 
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25. As per claim 8, Greene -Greer disclose the authentication information is entered 
by inserting a smart card at the networked peripheral device [Greer, col 2 line 25-col 3 
line 30]. 

26. As per claim 9, Greene -Greer disclose the access management information is 
encrypted [Greene, coded formats and decoded, col 8 lines 47-65]. 

27. As per claim 10, Greene -Greer disclose the authentication information received 
from the networked peripheral device is encrypted [Greene, coded formats and 
decoded, col 8 lines 47-65]. 

28. Claims 11-13,15 contain the similar limitations as set forth in claim 1. Therefore, 
claims 11-13,15 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in claim 1. 

29. As per claim 14, Greene-Greer disclose network peripheral device is accessible 
by the user based on centralized access management information, said computer- 
executable process steps comprising process steps executable to perform a method 
according to any of claims 1 to 10 [see rejection claims 1-10]. 

30. As per claim 16, Greene-Greer disclose the server retrieves authentication 
information for the user from a directory service [Greene, database, col 4 lines 39-57]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Antonin 
et al [Antonin 2002/0032655 A1]. 

31 . As per claim 1 , Antonin discloses A method for controlling access to a networked 
peripheral device by a user [Antonin, PC based financial service kiosk, 0081], wherein 
the networked peripheral device is accessible by both the user based on centralized 
access management information [Antonin, 0037] the method comprising: 

receiving access management information for the user at the networked 
peripheral device from a centralized location [Antonin, 0037]; 

determining, at the networked peripheral device, a feature and /or service 
provided by the networked peripheral device and a usage quota which restricts the 
user's use of the feature and /or service , based on the received access management 
information [Antonin, 0042]; 

allowing the user to access the to the networked peripheral device based on the 
determined feature and /or service and the determined usage quota (i.e.: transaction 
amount) corresponding to the feature and /or service [Antonin, 0050,0051 ,0058]. 
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32. As per claim 2, Antonin discloses the networked peripheral device is a 
multifunction peripheral device as inherent features of network devices. 

33. As per claim 3, Antonin discloses the access management information is 
supplied by an authentication server once the authentication server authenticates the 
user based on authentication information received from the networked peripheral device 
[Antonin, authorization, 0050; authentication, 0114]. 

34. As per claim 4, Antonin discloses a user interface is devised by the networked 
peripheral device that is specific to the determined feature and /or service and 
corresponding quota [Antonin, 0006,0051] 

35. As per claim 5, Antonin discloses on a keypad on the device are enabled and/or 
disabled according to the determined feature and /or service and corresponding quota 
[Antonin, 0006,0051] 

36. As per claim 6, Antonin discloses the user is walk-up user, and wherein the 
access management information is supplied by an authentication server that 
authenticates both the walk-up user and the remote user [Horen, Internet ,0122]. 
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37. As per claim 7, Antonin discloses the authentication information is a username 
and/or password [Antonin, authorization, 0050; authentication, 0114]. 

38. As per claim 8, Antonin discloses the authentication information is entered by 
inserting a smart card at the networked peripheral device [Antonin, credit cart, card 
reader, 0003]. 

39. As per claim 9, Antonin discloses the access management information is 
encrypted [Antonin, encryption, 0115]. 

40. As per claim 10, Antonin discloses the authentication information received from 
the networked peripheral device is encrypted [Antonin, encryption, 0115]. 

41. Claims 11-13,15 contain the similar limitations as set forth in claim 1. Therefore, 
claims 11-13,15 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in claim 1. 

42. As per claim 14, Antonin discloses network peripheral device is accessible by the 
user based on centralized access management information, said computer-executable 
process steps comprising process steps executable to perform a method according to 
any of claims 1 to 10 [see rejection claims 1-7 and 9-10]. 
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43. As per claim 16, Antonin discloses the server retrieves authentication information 
for the user from a directory service [Antonin, directors,0104]. 
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